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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3-13, 15-18, and 20-33 are pending. Applicant has amended claims 1, 3, 5, 31, 
32; cancelled claims 2, 14, 19 and added claim 33. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1, 3-13, 15-18, and 20-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled 
in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. Claim 1 recites the limitation "wherein the business object is responsible for 
the data validating", which was not described in the specification. Applicant cited in the 
remarks/arguments of the amendment (page 8, line 2) that the subject matter was from the 
original claim 14, and no new matter is added. However, examiner notes that the original claim 
14 was "wherein the business object is responsible for validation of an operation performed in 
the session", and the specification (section 0019, page 6) cites "In step 26, reading and validating 
of the data is performed and errors are logged". To Examiner, the above step is carried out by the 
utility, not the business object. Examiner will interprets the limitation according to the 
specification for examination purposes. 

Correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 3-13, 15-18, and 20-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wess (U.S. 6,163,781) in view of Sprenger (U.S,6,363,388). 

6. As to claim 1, Wess teaches 

- selecting a file on a local drive or by URL, wherein the file includes a name of an object 
(Network interface converts the format of data and commands . . . textually-based data 
objects; col. 6, lines 16-29 and lines 53-57, col. 13, lines 3-10), 

- uploading the file including the name of the object to a server (data and command from 
the remote system 116 ... processing system 115; col. 6, lines 16-29 and Fig. 7), 

- storing data of the file in a storage of the utility (When a data object instance ... by the 
functional components 106 and 108; col. 7, lines 38-44), 

- performing asynchronous data processing (The comparator compares . . . matching 
variable symbols; col. 8, lines 45-60 and converter 108 processes ... measured value 
relational table; col. 9, lines 50-57), 

- saving and returned a report to the user after the data processing is completed (returning 
the actual values ... in the remote computer system 116; col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 13), 
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- wherein the data processing is performed by reading and validating the data (col. 8, lines 
45-60), 

- and invoking a code in the object (col. 6, lines 30-35). 

7. However, Wess does not teach starting a session, a business object (wherein the business 
object do the real work such as performing tasks including adding, deleting or updating the data), 
storing data in a database of the utility, downloading and saving a report after the data processing 
is completed, periodically displaying status and wherein the business object is responsible for the 
data validating. Wess teaches the utility includes database and multiple tables (col 9, lines 55- 
57). Sprenger teaches starting a session (col. 19, lines 58-63), a business object (col. 3, line 66 - 
col. 4, line 2, col. 5, lines 1-9, col. 5, lines 52-53, col. 20, lines 423-65) wherein the business 
object is responsible for the data validating (col. 14, lines 59-65), periodically displaying status 
(col. 15, liens 25-26 and col. 28, lines 20-42) and user can request and download a report after 
the data processing is completed (col. 7, lines 27-32). 

8. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Wess and Sprenger because it provides a method to 
manage data in the database using objects and can support a wide variety of hardware 
configurations, and easily scale up to meet added demands from the users. 

9. As to claim 3, Wess does not teach the code includes doImport/Export. However, Wess 
teaches import and export functionalities are provided in the system (col. 12, lines 16-32). 
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Sprenger teaches objects provide import/export functionalities (col. 5, lines 45-50). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that software objects provide code and 
interface so it can be utilized in the application. 

10. As to claim 4, Wess does not teach the doImport/Export is a command to perform an 
operation. Sprenger teaches objects provide import/export functionalities (col. 5, lines 45-50), 
and objects include commands to perform operations (col. 7, lines 1-9). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teaching of Wess and Sprenger to include the doImport/Export command in the object that 
carries out the import/export functionalities. 

11. As to claim 5, Wess does not teach the code includes an interface to support an export 
generation. Sprenger teaches the code includes an interface to support an export generation (col. 
5, lines 45-50 and col. 18, lines 44-45). 

12. As to claim 6, Wess as modified teaches the interface includes a code for throwing an 
attribute set returned by the business object (col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 13). 

13. As to claim 7, Wess teaches the utility is designed to process the file on the remote server 
(col. 6, lines 25-29). 
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14. As to claim 8, Wess does not teach the business object is written in Java. Sprenger 
teaches the business object is written in Java (col. 5, lines 52-56), 

15. As to claim 9, Wess does not teach the session is for import and export operations. 
Sprenger teaches the session is for import and export operation (col. 5, lines 45-50). 

16. As to claim 10, Wess does not teach the starting of a session includes generating a 
unique session ID. Sprenger teaches the starting of a session includes generating a unique session 
ID (col. 14, lines 34-39 and col. 19, lines 35-45). 

17. As to claim 11, Wess teaches the database of the utility includes a plurality of tables (col. 
9, lines 55-57). 

18. As to claim 12, Wess does not explicitly each the plurality of tables include a user name 
and session ED storing table, a session status storing table, an initial session data storing table, a 
result storing table, an error message storing table, and a session log storing table. Sprenger 
teaches the plurality of tables include a user name and session ID storing table, a session status 
storing table, an initial session data storing table, a result storing table, an error message storing 
table, and a session log storing table (col. 4, lines 30-39, col. 14, lines 34-39, col. 14, lines 59-65, 
col. 17, lines 53-67, col. 18, lines 30-38, and col. 18, line 65 - col. 19, line 4). 
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19. As to claim 13, Wess does not teach the business object includes a code including a 
command that provides instance of the business object with an attribute. Sprenger teaches the 
business object includes a code including a command which provides instance of the business 
object with an attribute (col. 15, lines 25-26). 

20. As to claim 15, Wess as modified does not teach the business object includes a 
findByAttributes. Wess teaches the query/retrieve functionality based on the search criteria such 
as column name of the table that provided by the file uploaded from the remote computer (col 
12, lines 16-32). Sprenger teaches objects provide import/export functionalities (col. 5, lines 45- 
50). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art adding any type of 
command s/functions to the object is just a choice of implementation. 

21. As to claim 16, Wess and Sprenger do not teach the findByAttributes supports object 
references in the file. However, Wess teaches sub-query is supported (col. 12, lines 26-32), and 
object reference is widely used in object and object-oriented programming language. It would 
have been obvious object reference is utilized in the system of Wess as modified by Sprenger, 

22. As to claim 17, Wess as modified teaches the business object includes a code that 
receives a list of validated object attributes and returns a unique object identifier (col 9, line 50 - 
col. 10, line 36). 
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23. As to claim 18, Wess as modified teaches the business object includes a code for 
notifying an end of the data processing (col. 17, lines 5-10). 

24. As to claim 20, Wess teaches the file uses a CSV (comma-separated values) format (col. 
6, lines 25-28). 

25. As to claim 21, Wess teaches the file is a text file including command lines, header lines, 
and data (col. 6, lines 25-28 and col. 6, line 59 - col. 7, line 37). 

26. As to claim 22, Wess does not teach the session is an export operation. Sprenger teaches 
the session is an export operation (col. 5, lines 45-50). 

27. As to claim 23, Wess as modified teaches the business object exports all of its data or 
part of the data (col. 12, lines 16-32). 

28. As to claim 24, Wess does not teach the business object calls an interface including a 
plurality of codes. Sprenger teaches the business object calls an interface including a plurality of 
codes (col. 7, lines 2-9). 



29. As to claim 25, Wess does not teach the plurality of codes include a first code including a 
name of operation and a business object class name to be inserted into an output file. Sprenger 
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teaches the plurality of codes include a first code including a name of operation and a business 
object class name to be inserted into an output file (col. 7, lines 2-9 and col. 29, lines 50-51). 

30. As to claim 26, Wess as modified does not teach the plurality of codes include 
onReceiveExport. Wess teaches the query/retrieve functionality based on the search criteria such 
as column name of the table that provided by the file uploaded from the remote computer (col. 
12, lines 16-32). Sprenger teaches objects provide import/export functionalities (col. 5, lines 45- 
50). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art adding any type of 
commands/functions to the object is just a choice of implementation. 

31. As to claim 27, Wess as modified does not teach the onReceiveExport is a code for 
throwing an attribute set returned by the business object. However, Sprenger teaches an object 
for carry out the import/export functionality (col. 5, lines 45-50). It would have been obvious the 
object provides a method to return the result set to the user after finish processing the function. 

32. As to claim 28, Wess teaches the utility is a deliverer of information (col. 12, lines 16- 
32). 

33. As to claim 29, Wess does not teach the data is changed without changing the business 
object. Sprenger teaches the data is changed without changing the business object (col. 16, lines 
25-32). 
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34. As to claim 30, Wess teaches the utility includes a monitoring function, an error handling 
function, and reporting function (col. 8, line 43 - col. 9, line 13). 

35. As to claim 31, Wess teaches the utility receives information from another system (col. 
6, lines 16-29). However, Wess does not teach load information to the business object. Sprenger 
teaches the utility receive data and command from the users (col. 28, lines 20-28), and 
processing the commands utilizing the objects (col. 4, lines 49-58 and col. 5, lines 40-50). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the objects in the system of Sprenger 
must have access to the data from another system in order to carry out the processing request. 

36. As to claim 32, Wess does not teach the utility receives information from the business 
object and stores information on another system. Sprenger teaches the utility receives 
information from the business object and stores information on another system (col. 13, lines 11- 
21). 

As to claim 33, Wess teaches 

- providing a utility on a server for exporting and importing data to the network application 
(col. 1, lines 14-20 and processing system 1 15;col. 5, lines 56-67 and Fig. 1), 

- associating a database with the utility (col. 6, lines 38-43, col. 9, lines 55-57), 

- with the utility, receiving a selection of an import file, the import file comprising data in a 
text file and including a name of an object (col. 6, lines 1-5, lines 12-15, lines 25-29, lines 
53-60, col. 13, lines 3-10 and Fig. 7), 
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- with the utility, uploading the data and the object name from the selected import file (data 
and command from the remote system 116 ... processing system 115; col. 6, lines 16-29 
and Fig. 7), wherein the uploaded data is stored in the utility database (When a data 
object instance ... by the functional components 106 and 108; col 7, lines 38-44), 

37. However, Wess does not teach a business object (wherein the business object do the real 
work such as performing tasks including adding, deleting or updating the data), operating the 
utility to invoke the business object associated with the business object name including 
delivering at least a portion of the uploaded data to the invoked business object, whereby the 
business object performs an operation on the delivered data, and updating the data in the utility 
database based on the performance of the operation by the invoked business object. Sprenger 
teaches a business object (col. 3, line 66 - col. 4, line 2, col. 5, lines 1-9, col. 5, lines 52-53, col. 
20, lines 423-65), operating the utility to invoke the business object including delivery at least a 
portion of the data to the invoked business object (The second tier ... the objects; col. 3, line 66 - 
col. 4, line 2 and The object tier . . .stored in the database; col. 4, lines 49-58), whereby the 
business object performs an operation of the data (col. 5, lines 1-15), and updating the data in the 
utility database based on the performance of the operation by the invoked business object (A row 
is inserted into Address 408 the first time a Customer row is added for a given address; col. 20, 
lines 55-65 and col. 29, lines 3-1 1). Although Sprenger does not teach the data is uploaded data, 
one of ordinary skill in the art could modify to utilizing the data from the uploaded data instead 
from the database. 
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38. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Wess and Sprenger because it provides a method to 
manage data in the database using objects and can support a wide variety of hardware 
configurations, and easily scale up to meet added demands from the users. 

Response to Arguments 

39. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/30/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In the remarks, Applicant argued in substance that (1) the data object taught by Wess is 
not the same as "business object" as defined by the Applicants (page 8, lines 21-25), (2) Wess 
fails to teach selecting a file that has a business object name in the file, and (3) Wess fails to 
teach the business object being responsible for validating the data in the selected file. 

Examiner respectfully traverses the above remarks: 

As to the point (1), it has been clarified in the rejection of claim 1 to show that Wess 
teaches a data object that has associated processing commands, and Sprenger teaches the 
business object. 

As to the point (2), Wess teaches the user can transmit and receive data from the 
processing system 115 (col. 6, lines 1-5), and the data transmit is in the form of file (see Fig. 7), 
wherein multiple object names are included (see Fig. 7). Therefore, the arguments are not 
persuasive. 

As to the point (3), see 1 12 1 st rejection above for examiner's position. 
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Conclusion 

40. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a), 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

41 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Diem K Cao whose telephone number is (571) 272-3760. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00AM - 3:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Diem Cao 
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